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Memo *a XC/l/ft? letter to Bahaer/trenefsr of autopsy 

hoiogrsrh tc Archives 

Herewith is my origins.! -of this letter. 1 would lik® it returned* 1 an 
givin*? it to you rather %mn s cow to cause ay ancaiae is not functlonim* cell* 

aero ore a few consents* 

Rowley does sot explain M@ belated transfer of these records, ordered 
10/51/6$, » year earlier* by the- executive order of I {;»▼» you sy copy* I 

suggest test is say aori'eepaadeaee *itfc- %wl«y end Saaaer you sill find the 'Deleted 
inepl ration# If taken literally^- the Archives' hen en added astseeine- 

ties archive* "your file relating to theni&Teatigetioa by the B?eeideat*e loa- 
miaaioti n # It .any b* ta* fpsciel/fluLga&ge '.of - investigators, but Hoeley doe* a©t 
my the Hie jj£ the lnteetigetif&a* m» aa tuts letter ashes clear, fee eery sell 
Hme* this eterial *»s In, evid^nc#. (fait* I else net©, it on exception to the 
rule tost tas F3I *»a to have ’ ; i*e • original exhibits, ) 

The description "handwritten notes by Dr# u#J,6uaes which includes 
the holographic draft" can, £re& whet i s is the file, cores* only or* other Item, 
the single pegs c-t whet is deepei feed as *hssma f notes on bio pben* conversation 
1 there tero t*o» not the ©as tostified t© @s tbs only one) with Dr# rorry# I 
suggest this evasion is decigard -ife deceive while- per# 11 ® 111 nr auctei* tost loony* 
There ere tie other notes of c^.-eteneeter by it. Erases in this file# This descri- 
ption elec ©mite the flack heed'/ d^ert, ealefa is oa the reverse side of sad ie not 
part of "the autopsy deesriptieit; l^aci**, although under "(B)”, there is this 
added description ”{t Sheet Rritt$> on both aides)*# 

Thehaieelly, *h#t ,hs transferred my got be "the original autopsy 
report (Gcsasaieaioa Exhibit #SS3ff, .'but ©a» of the eight original copies. I suggest 
*e else examine tale# The dl^l^butica of the -other seven original* ie unknown# 

#•■* f/ ' /r ' / 

The receipt, ;-fet«h Jig; page two of this letter, 1* in error under *(!)• 
sad is evasive. While tbs i» identified a# "Exhibit #38?" , Exhibit 

39? ic not described ee gsetifit !j09fk^t& description in htwee* testimony is of 
more thtifl ie published ea ExMblf 39j7# Further, there are a»r© then "six (ft) 
pegee” td these"'- ri^in*-! &^tqpey,#roci#eol* , * 

■ 0 . /" ' J 1 

it seme odd ife-.t tfere l4 ©still mother receipt ceteris-? the sense 
materials, st Cached and heeded' "reatei^t"# It also appears to lie vs beau prepared 
by *t* Secret rervic*. It also" }fc deee/thef we "Commie*: loft Inhibit #397% 

||l / r 'T% . 

The description of ’it*,)" is’ #.r©n*ou% the error, egsin, friipii te 
coincide with busses* testimony/ sad asks %t-eppear thet the 00 tea he testified to 
tevinc a»d«? himself ("is pyp% ^fiahs Ji«a of the lots Fresi eat*s body”) 

ore ail here. Actually, there is' bwt/fd^^eia^ls ps*p of notes. £m other 15 prgee 
ere net oeti-a' but a«j tbs ire.ft'';af thix\>i%ct©col. *a ftet, this persgreph^ is 
specific in so stating, " * , .tbf/'briginel' feoldgrap&id draft of the Autopsy ^ro* 
stood”# Son else Deviey lie/ ecttv«iMehtly 4t«s the proof of bis He. ®e 
eeye there am- the original pages of tJus'-prectbcel. ^enss testified exactly the 
cp. osite, eeyiog he burrni the ©dginal/ I include e copy of Jai3?S«*3 for your 
convenience and anrk this in red ea ”1” # v The other jasrsiags existed la ray vcluma# 
Thai these or®, act ail the- notes is .-provtii by haames Seesrlpllo® of whet Specter 
hnsded feiis ”«s ^oasoiseion Exhibit |?o# 39?”, "these are various notes in long-hand. 


or copies, re tiler, of various acts# in l 0 ng*hsnd ssedo by myself, in p«rt during 
thefprfomaae* of the «E»®in 8 ti©a of the late President, «nd ia pert after,..* 

ifce ^notation a bees la m reed lest too, set -31r*«t, “hi® is firwa p?tg® 372 (m**tod *). 

*•* %h# aotos of bis conversation with Terry ere after the #xs»i nation, mat I seek 
are tfeoee "mad* by ay?* If" *ad "during the perfow»ace of the <ar*®in*tion of tfca'lat# 
•resident”. Nor can this be alia&aetwd,, as tbs Archives later sought to, ®s ay 
correspondence shows, beemie© Specter, efter » limine ting the *jh*n© notes and tao 
draft, skks (373), "And waa t do the east t*e shoots represent?? 1© tuis Etmea 
replies, "Tb® msxt two sheets art. not*s ectuelly side in the room in «hl«* the 
examination wes taking place. I notice now that the handwriting In mm* instance* 
ia act uy cm*.,* i« ’Jhom "tts© shoe ts" • ?ho autopsy Soscrlptiws afeeet is but 
one shaet. -s also says of thes® Iso she ate, "i n acne instances" thek handwriting 
is not hie. 7? hi s leaves at l«*et om sheet with Humes* tend writ lag m it *&$ nssda 
M in the room ia which the examination wee taking* piece* ,(i*« ked 3). Farther ' txelud- 
iag the poasi bilily of error or lo^ee talk (aart»<l 4) is Specter 1 * 1 ? next onctiica, 
...did you raview ail the markings on these papers sad note then to be present 
xhea yea completed the autopsy report?* &ure** reply war sfflrvstive, Specter*# 
•aestion is of plurr.l "papers”. 

ff {B)" in the? receipt eliminates the possibility the sisgl# sheet of the 
descriptive sheet wee regarded ea two sheets because it is written or, btth aides, 
er®, in toe rirgl-s parsgreph, in 0 single aenteac®, the second, it is trie* 
celled a single "aheet*. And here alee Bor ley eng® gee in propaganda, a? a means 
od providing the Arrives* doctrine in responding to sy Insistent demand#. The as 
erf str«nie words in a "receipt", an unnecessary receipt at that, for toe second 
p*ge ee hi® letter is c complete receipt: 

"Described by Pr, ^omea ss notes setusliy jnefie in the room where the 
examination wet taking place. (Page 373, Volume £, hearings, "etc." 

At 03 point, on page 373 1? there description of of reference to an 
"Autopsy Descriptive Sheet", me words of thla peragreph of the "receipt". fhe«re ia, 
ret her, tee refereac * to t*o entirely unde ecri bed sheets, oelde form the references 
to the handwriting, as that of %*«•»» wns that of another cr others. I’hur Bowley ia 
nlso lying, for this sheet hse nene of **umee* writing on it, the fee# bring ia that 
of Boswell end toe reverse by Flock. 

I suggest ** els© sue th- free ret Terr ice for these missing notes, ef 
cne of more pegs*, here I *1»© suggest you read my letters to Bosley ©a this poiat. 

w {0}" also cent© ins * lie of eoae significance. *aia ia "origins! certifies* 
te" i first words) end "This certificate is portrayed on Page 47, Volume X7II% The 
consists ia tin; feet tu. 1 tat' original cite- bears notations of approval by Barkley 
which have been eliminated ia the printed version. sow* nice thio would be with 
Bosley t*s e witness! 

am-- comoant on this certificate, which is pointed 17^48. Burk- 
l«y*c » Pi.ro vs 1 h?e been eliminated ia the printing, 

1 would dearly love for this intelliftncc tc roa»in entirely secret 
until tac trial, whan w« either have Bosley on the stand or, if he sen get tut of 
it, vs she* this is why he ©e«l4 act dwre teke th© strRd. "V-t «*rold ferae evw# 
more Ettentics on the- destruction of evidence by the Commission (er for it by the 
fisebese working fbr it). The explenetfton of how this w»# eliml sated might b* 
Interesting. I suggest when we exemine these re also examine the printer** copy of 
the oerti fleet ions find the hologrsrjh, to woe wh»t kins of picture tbs Fcj took (#©# 
sy other m«e© doted today). 


lease not® uisro tE. t non of tuie duplicates Nichols 1 suit 


